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To the READER. 
Courtcous and Impartial Reader 3 


; I Have made-bold to trouble thee yet this once, with 
4 theſe few pages,by way of Rejoynder to Mr. Henry | 
Danvers his friendly Reply ( as he calls it) to my 
| £0, in anſwer to his firſt Book againſt Infants Bape 
| 2iſe n. Iu which, though there were many bard cen- 
" [ares againſt it, and nuworth by reflec tions againſt thoſe 
that maintain itz yet I choſe in mildneſs (4s the 
| Lord helped me ) to refute them, rather than in bit» 
terneſs ſo as to raiſe a Paroxyſm. Floping that he 
Y might have taken notice of ſomething, that ( upon 
yerions confideration) might have ſtop" d bis pros 
ceedings in that controverſy. But now in bis third 
Y piece lately publiſh'd, I find many unbandſome and 
biting taxations ( though by a Rhetorical Artifice ) 
Vreflefied upon me which I did aot expect from a Gens 
| tleman of his education , much leſy from a Chriſtt» 
| an, ( as Thope he is ) though at preſent led aſide, and 
leading others : \ and leaſt of all from him who 'bath 
0 deeply cenſured, and charatjeriſed Mr. Wills for 
arſh and uncharitable dealing with him, IT coultl 
<p 4c ſuppoſe thiſe extravagancies do proceed ra- 
ber from ſome Partners and "Abzttors, than frone 
bimſelf;, 1 having ſome ground to conclude, that be © 
bad other heads beſides his own'in his Reply bith to 
tr. Wills, and to my ſelf. 1 ſhould willingly: bar 
aſi lent, had they terminated in my own perſon; 
y, and nev ever have troubled the Reader het ty: 
2 2 | Tx” yp 
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Tothe READER. 4 


Wdication. But obſerving bow he had drawn a veil 
| over my Arguments, (which every Reader cannat 
| diſcern) and triumphed over the truth in them; and 
| what he hath ſaid tendiug to the weakning of the 
| efteem of my miniſtry; 1 thought my ſelf bound in 
| conſcience to diſcover the weakneſs of bis Reply, and 
| 20 return bis ſvvere refleciions upon himſelf, to whom | 
they are rightly due, ( as T hope will appear), And y, 
| this T do; not to diſgrace bis perſon, (for Tcan truly \} 
. fay, T bave a love and pity for him, and do not at all ja 
: 


4 


| compliment him,as he doth me, with [your ſervant ]): | 
but to mak? bis miſtakes appear, that the hoxeft and bp; 
 fimple-hearted may not be led afide. T ſhall defire k 
' the Keaders pardon , for giving him the trouble of | 
theſe pages; promiſing bim, that unleſs I ſte more 
preſſing reaſons than at preſent T do, never to trouble 
' bim more with myitings of this kind; which T ſee 
will bz 'endl-ſs, wh the Lord take another way to con= | 
' vince men'of their error. T had almojt forgotten to | 
i tell thee, bind Reader, that in all bis Reply-to me, Fi 
1 have not obſerved any thing that undermines the 
| main of my Arguments only that which he brings 
' ant of Acts, 2.1, anſwers to one particular, viz, How! 
| bs knew, but that they might be d244, or abſent, as 
2 Thomas once was ? 
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Thine to further thee in. 
WL: the truth, 
1504 RICHARD BLINMAN, 
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pr | A Rejoynder to Mr. Henry Danvers 
at © ; 
Ek his brief friendly Reply (as he 


he 1 calls it) to my Anſwer about In- 
| fants Baptiſm. 


! Þ Shall acknowledg his Reply to be briet; 
a4 q, Þ he having replied to little of my book; 
y but how friendly it is, ſhall atterwards 
all jappear. 
1): 4 Tt ſeems by his Frontifpiece to Mr. | 
nd | ills, he knew my name to be Blinman, 
ſure Fhough he was pleaſed to call me Bliud- 
2 of pnan, in the head of every leat; whether 
ore Jdelignedly or no; he beſt knows. 
ble% As for the ſevere refletions he charges 
fee ne withal, I ſhall anſwer to them when I 
0#= Come to his particulars. Only E ſhall at 
z to preſent fay in general, that divers judi- 
me, Fious perſons, that have read my anſwer 
the Fo him, do ſay, that I have dealt more 
gs Þently with him than any they have yet 
1-wen, who have written againſt that per- 
, as {watlion. | | 
I *ſhall defire the reader to obferve, - 
n Þow cither ignorantly,- or knowingly, he 
' Þbſcures my Argument, and the ſcope of 
+, Cor.ezrning womens receiving the. 
(Ny.  &A3 Lord's 


T4 
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Lord's Supper; as may appear in my 
Book, pag. 2,-and other places. The } 
force of my Argument lay againſt the | 
Expreſſncſs| both of the command, and | 
example that he brought : ſhewang | 
that he could not prove it in expreſs | 
terms | from thoſe Scriptures, it being not | | 
faid there expreſly ] that thoſe women | 
were believers, and that they did .receive | 
the Lord's-Supper 3 but it muſt be ga= || 
thered by conſequence, and deduction | 
from thoſe, and other Texts. A thing | 
conltantly diſowned by thoſe of that 
per{ſwation , that I have diſcourſed with | 
upon that point 3 for, though they will | 
grant conſequences from Scriptures in 
| matters of Faith, yet they profeſſedly de- | 
| ny them in matters of Worſhip, and cons | 
ſcquently in this of the baptizing of In- 
| fants. Mr. Danvers might therefore have || 
| been yet more brief in his Brevity, if his || 
Bolt had been ſhot leſs at random, and 
been leyclled point-blank at what I af- 
{erted. Let him ſhew it, it he can, in- 
expreſs] terms : if not, as he cannot, let 
him and others rid themſelves and their 
hearers of that dangerous principle,which 
inſtead of eſtabliſhing the ordinances of | 
the Goſpel, and the priviledges- of the 
2 > Church, | 


1 


my | 
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(3) 
Chutch, and members of it, (which they 


 -pretend to) will ſhake ſome of them at 
the ? 


leaſt, if not ſhatter them wholly. And 
if conſequences be lawtul ( and indeed 
neceſſary) in matters of worſhip. at all, 
why not then allowable in this point of 


not 7 Intants Baptiſm, which concerns the ſub- 
aen | ct of it? | 
ive} As. for my exception, which feerms to 


ga | 


| 


my 
——_— 


him to be dete&ive in Grammar, as well 
as in Divinity. ] He to prove it to be o, 
brings in examples of the figure Syllepſis 3 
whereby the ' more unworthy Gender is 
comprehended under the more worthy 3 
the female under the male. He might 
have taken notice, if he had not been 


| wedded to his pre-apprehenfionsz that 
| I did not deny women in Church-eſtate, 


; tohave a right to the Lord's Supper, any 


|| more than I denicd men 3 , but I only de- 


nicd them to be expreſly | ſaid, to have 
received the Lord's Supper, in the proots 
that he produced 3 which I pray the Rea- 
der to take notice of, as the hinge upon 
which the controverſy here depends. And 
therefore I ſaid, pag. 10..0t my Book 3 
* What Arguments do fatishie me con- 
*cerning the right of women to the 


< Lord's Supper and how I can reſolve 
< this 
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« this Text (the like I ſay of others) to. 41, 


my own fatisfaQtion, is not my work at 
* preſent to declare. Whence he might 
eaſily judge, that T underſtand the figure 
Syllepfis (fit verbo wenia) . as well as 
he. He, might therefore have ſpared 
thoſe lines; to wit, © Why ſhould 
*you ſo forget your ſelf, as to think it 
* ſtrange, that the believing women 
* ſhould.be comprehended under the be- 
© lieving men ? --- I did not forget my 
{elf, but through grace, knew what I did 3 
as the judicious Reader will cafily per- 
ceive. 

As to my defect in. Divinity, |] I bleſs 
God I'am ſomewhat ſenſible of my de- 
ticiency therein 3 and I think it would do 
him no harm, it he were more {cnlible of 
his alſo. But1 do not think my felt ever 
the- more deficient becauſe this Gentle- 
man tells me ſo nor upon the ground on 
which he faith it. . His inſtance of male 
and female, both called Adam, &c. makes 
not againſt my Argument , nor do prove 
me dctcive in Divinity. ' And 1 wiſh 
he had ihewn:, when, or where I faid, 
that the erticle , is limited to the maſcu- 
line gender fo, as | always |] to underſtand 


thereby the man only, ſo as to exclude 


the 
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the figure Sylepfis 3 which every judici- 


pus Reader will ſce muſt be his meaning, * 


if he fay any thing. But this I ſay, and 
ſhall ill affirm, that the article , doth 


expreſly | indicate men, or (if you will) 


gmales; and not expreſly | women, or fe- 


ales. I fay expreſly, | and therein lies 
he force of my Argument againſt him, 
nd others of his perſ{walion, who admit 
dnly of expreſs | Scriptures in matters of 
orſhip,and not deductions or con{equen=- 
es. And yet they are forced to make 
ſe of them (though they will not open- 
y own them) to maintain ſome things in 
atters of worſhipz as in this very in- 
tance of his doth plainly appear. And 
he other inſtances he brings, are fo far 


from an expreſs] mentioning of women 


rr females, that he muſt flie tothe higure 
Syllepfis, to comprehend them under the 
rticle 4, which is of the maſealme gen- 
ler. And hence, he may not only hope, 
ut be afſurcd of it, that I will fay the 

ticle , doth not expreſly | lipnity fe- 
nales 3 and that as to the expreſneſs of 
, It is limited to men, and not- women 3 
here being another article «i, expreſly} 
pd denote the feminine gender, or fe- 


ales. ; 
'And 


And thls will ſerve for anſwer to his' : 
other exceptions concerning the other ,; 
Greck words, #:a5@- and 4g whence] , 
may be ſeen, that my exceptions unto, 
his examples are not inſignificant, much 
les utterly inlignificant, as he terms 
them. I 

As my own conſcience ſeals to this ,; 
truth, that women have a right to they 
Lord's Supper as well as men fo 1 have 
without being forced (as he pleaſes to g 
phraſe it) willingly declared it. And, 
that it is not pleaſing to me (take it in mylT, 
own words, as in pag. 10.) to raiſe obje 
Gions againſt any truth of God mor yelly, 
would 1 loſe any grain of trath that wil, 
flow from a Scripture, This laſt he hatiy 7 
teft out 3 as perhaps not willing to admig , 
grains of truth, in a point againſt which 
he hath been ſo deeply engaged. 

The verity confirmed by me 1s plain 
and ſo, I hope, ere this, is the tallity opf,] 
poſed by me; which this Gentlemz 
would confirm, or at leaſt fo darken, thap.. 
it might not be perceived. >. 

I come next to the parallel; whethdſ 
the examples 1 bring from Lydia and hq, . 
houſe, or houthold, (tox the Greek wor 
is uſed for both) and the houſhold « 

pots Steph 


2 


7 


| Stephan, be not as clear a proof at leaſt, 
for Infants (or under-age children) bap- 
tized, as the proots he brought from As 
17, and As 2 for womens receiving the 
nto'Lord's Supper, which he excepts a- 
uch gainſt. --- Becauſe, 

rm 1. Not one Infant is ſo much as named 
in cither, much leſs that they were bap- 
tized in them. 

I anſwer; he ſhould have taken my 
words, and ſenſe > viz. children 3 that is, 
5 Il ſach as are under age, though not Infants, 
AnA which he knows to be meant as well as 
7 Infants. And it is apparent in Scripture, 
pbje ( which is a better expolitor of itſelt,than 
' F*The,or all the men in the world) that houſe, 
with houſhold, doth frequently lignify chil- 
Nat dren, yea one child, 1 Kizg. 17. 12,13,15. 
Imif A nd there being no other converted per- 
hicllns mentioned there, (as in ſome other 

. $Scriptures there are,which I then purpoſe- 
lain ly omitted) it is to me more than proba- 
OPFble, that by the houſhold, is meant a child, 
Mor children 3 which is further illuſtrated 
thaknd confirmed upon other grounds in my 
, Book. It is as expreſly | ſaid, that a child, 
T or children are the houſe, (or houſhold ) 
1 14nd that the houſhold was baptized 5 as 
We 1s expreſly mentioned, that women 
| were 


his! 
her! 
nce 


thi 
the; 
ave 


Id « 


and that all that believed, broke bread. 
Secondly. He asks, are children as cx- 


preſly owned to have right to Baptiſm, | 


and enjoynecd thereto, &c. as women are 


expreſly owned to have right to the ordi- | 


nance of the Supper ? 

As for other t1inzs in that Queſtion 
about their capability to diſcern the fpi- 
ritual mylterics thereof, &c. they are an- 
ſwered to in my Book, to which I refer 
the Reader. Nor ſhall I ſay much to the 
other here, I having there alſo ſpoken 
more largely to the ſubſtance of it. On- 
ly I ſhall fay in brief, they are ſo expretly 


owned by the Lord in his Covenant made | 


with Abraham , and his Church-ſced, 
Gen. 17.7. (which is now come upon us 
Gentiles,Ga1.3.13.) the ſeal only changed; 
and owned to have a right to the initia- 
tory-ſcal then, and never caſt -out, but 
contirmed, As 2.39. and alſo compre- 
hended within Chrilt's commuhon, Matt. 
28. 19. (as I have made appear in my 
Eſſay) that it ſhould make him trem- 
ble to difown them, as he hath done. 
Add to this, that he whoſe males were 
not circumciſed, was counted un- 


circumciſed himſelf, and debarr'd from. 


the 


= 


. = ' 


were of the nunibcr of the 120 Diſciples, | 
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| the Paſſover, Exod. 12. 48. A like pxo- 
- [portion there is now as to, Baptiſm. I do 


here but darken what I have more clearly 
ſpoken to in my Printed Book, becauſe I 
[would not be tedious 3 and yet forced to 
ay ſomcthing to it. - Dum brevis eſſe 1a- 
boro, ---- Obſcurus fio. | 

Thirdly, To his third queſtion, I re- 
turn, the more is their evilz that the 
Baptiſm of the children of in-churched 
Parents is not acknowledged by them); 
and that it is not unpleaſant to them to 
raiſe arguments againſt it. Iugens glo- 
ria ! 

At length, ſuppoſing he hath gotten 
the victory, he marches off with his co- 
lours flying 3 ſaying, that there is not the 
caſt parity or compariſon to be made be- 
twixt the one and the other; nor the 
leaſt contiderable.pretence to imagine, that 
any Infants were baptized , becauſe *tis 
faid that houſholds were 3 and he gives 
| two reaſons. | 

I. Becauſe there are many houſholds 


| 


wherein are no children, and no proof of 
one infant belonging to cither of theſe 

two houlholds. 
. 2. Becauſe in the four houtholds men- 
t.pned to b: baptized in Scripture, at leaſt 
in 


(10) 

in three of them, only ſuch as were taught-|*2* 
believers are comprehended. Ze 

Anſiv. One will ſuffice our turn : what |? 
if no infant wcre expreſly mentioned in 
thoſe two houſholds I mentioned ? In «+ 
Lydia's houſe there's no mention of any 
belides her ſelf converted, and yet her 
houſe or houſhold ſaid to be baptized: as jou 
if the Lord would point out unto us, her |S" 
child, or children, which in other Scrip- 
tures are ſet forth by the name of houſe 
or houſhold, as hath been ſhewn. And ho 
ſuch a pround of an interpretation from 
the holy Scriptures, ought to be of more 
value to us, than 10000' cavils of men to 
the contrary : and would be fo, if we had 
that degree of reverence for the wiſdom 
of God in the Scriptures, as there ſhould 
b 


_- 
"_ 


C 
Suppoſe Lydia were a fingle perſon : i 

not a Widow ſo? and hath not ——_— a 
Widow a young ch1ld, or children ? I ſhall 
thercfore return the Replycrs words, vvith 
ſome variation, upon himſelf; viz, Surely 
it is on their part, that ſay ſhe had no 
children, and that her children vvere not 
baptized, to prove it: cfpecially that ſhe 
had ſervants, or other grovvn perſons in 
hex houſe, and that they vvere converted, 
and 


” pr 


Pht- 


aat 


| 


(11) 

nd were the only houſhold there bapti- 
zed, As 16. 15. A bold aſſertion with- 
out ground from Scripture, is not ſuffici- 
ent to prove it. Were the brethren that 
Paxl and Sylas ſaw at Lydia's houſe, and' 
comforted , of Lydia's family ? ver. 40, 
Let him make it appear, or clſe never pro- 
duce it to overthrow an interpretation 
grounded upon , and warranted by the 
Scripture Paul and Sylas ſaw the bre- 
thren , and comforted them at Lydia's 
houſe; ergo they were of Lydia's houſ- 
hold. Negatur argumentum. 

As for the houſhold of Stephanas, it 
ſeems they were baptized when the Apo- 
ſtle firſt preached the Goſpel in thoſe 
parts 3 which ſeems to be ſome years be- 
fore, Chow many I cannot yet tind). And 
then thoſe that were baptized in their 
childhood might be grown up, and con- 
verted, and fo with their godly Father 
addi& themſelves to the miniſtry of the 
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word. 


aintss What Dr. Hamond, or other 
men of note ( Salva reverentia) may con- 


teſs or hold concerning this, 15 no rule to 
me, nor to any others, who in humility 


look up-to the Lord for his ſpirit to guide 

them into the right underſtanding ot his 
yo 

In 


\ 
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| all 

In the next place, Mr. Danvers come! (1 

to examine the parity betwixt the com: thi 
mand for womens receiving the Lord' ;y. 
Supper, and that which is pretended (ay q,, 
he pleaſes to ſay) by me, for Infants Bap} |, ( 
tiſm. Let a man examine bimſelf\, and It pre 
eat, fc. 1 Cor. 11. 28. of 
He is pleaſed to term what I have ſaid x | 

to that command urged by him A meer fe, 
trifling in the things of God, and a playing] ;,, 
with words to pervert the trath, And 4, 
little after, he verily believes that T know ,,; 
there is little but deceit in it, L { 
Ir ſeems then hebelieves I know ſome} ,,, 
thing ( notwithſtanding his hard cenſure } 4; 
that is not deceit in it. But I mult here 
tell him, and others of his mind, that I} | 
abhor the things he charges on me, and; 
his very belicf of them. Is this the Gen-J ar 
tleman that taxes Mr. W1ls fo ſeverely]1e. 
for his uncharitableneſs towards him, and]; 
many other things ? I am ſure I gave him 
no ſuch occaſion, whatever he conceiveghhy 
of Mr. Wills. But to returnz I knowJh, 
not any deceit in what I have faid, nah 


any purpoſe T had to deceive but it wa 

to thew his deceit (which I would have 

rather called his miſtake, but that he ha tc 

put the word in, my mouth.) who nll 
| () *F 
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allow of nothing but expreſs Scripture, 
(I ay again, expreſs) in matters of wor- 
ſhip 3 particularly of the Sacraments, and 
the Subjedts-recipient of them. 1 pro- 
duced the Greek words in the context, 
I Cor. 11. ſhewing that they were ex- 
preſly] of the maſculine gender, and not 
of the feminine: and ſo did exprelly | 
I ay again, exprelly ] denote males, not 
females. And though the word Anthropos 
in ver.28. be ot both genders in the gene- 
ral; yet that it was there expreſly limited 
with a relative of the maſculine (aur }. 
I fay again expreſly | for there is not a 
word, that I find in the Text,or Context, 
as to this matter, which is expreſly |] of 
the teminine. There is no + nor «i. What 
I have ſaid theretorc, I hope is in feriouſ- 
neſs, and Chriltian ſobriety, to diſcover, 
and refute his trifling, and miſtakes, and 
ely leading others alide: and that he cannot 
nd[ hence expreſly, I lay expreſly | prove, that 
ml women ſhould receive the Lord's Supper; 
/eSSbut mult infer it thence by deduction, and 
Whby his hgure Syl/epfis, ſpoken of before 3 
Or] which I do not deny, nor ever did. But 
chcnce I took, and now do take an advan- 
cage, to urge him, and others of his mind, 
Ito admit cf conſequences and deduQions 
| B clearly 


er 
cl 
nd 


,nN- 
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Pe | 
clearly ariling from the Scriptures of truth 
rightly underitood, in this point of In- 
fants right, in the Covenant of Grace 
Eccleſialtically diſpenſed, and of Baptiſm 
the initiatory ſeal of it. 


Here Mr. Danvers is in his Trophies 


again, concluding my exceptions to his 
command, are as inſignificant as thoſe to 
his example. Let him pleaſe himſelf in 
his gloryings, till the Lord convince him 
of the reaſon he hath to repent of them.-- 
He next falls upon the command I pro- 
duced for the Baptiſm of the Infant, &c. 
of an inchurched Parcnt, or Parents 3 and 
that was Chrift's commiſſion, Matth. 28, 
19. Where. I alſo expounded, Mark 16. 
15, 16. 

Inſtead of replying to the. interpreta- 
tion of thoſe Texts, ( in which, I believe, 
I had the gracious aitiſtance of God,which 
I thankfully acknowledye) he refers me | 
(as he faith) for my better information, 
to the account Mr. Baxter gives of it, 
ec. I 

Is this a ſatisfactory anſwer. to the 
| tiings there delivered. I ſuppoſe Mr. 

Baxter himſelf is more ingenious, than to 
bird up all other men to ſay only that, 


and no more, or no othcrwiſe than he 
| {aith 


— 
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| faith upon that or other Scriptures z yea, 


than to bind up himſelt only to his tor- 
mer notions, in all that he hath written. 
I could reter him to arguments in Mr. 
Baxter's Books, that undermine his opi- 


nion 3 but I ſuppoſe they will not take 
| with him. Doth the Gentleman think IT 
have laid afide ny Reaſon and Religion 
'alſo ? I honour and eſteem the labours of 
learned and pious men, but am not wil- 
ling (nor I-belicve are they) that any 
thould make them Lords of their faith, 
and Maſters of their apprehenfions. That 
would be too much Phariſce-like, Matth. 
23-9, 0. 
| But 1 doubt Mr. Danvers continues his 
diſtorting of Mr. Baxter's words, in ex- 
tending that more generally, which he 
profecſſedly ſpake and meant of adult per- 
{ons only, as Mr. Wills hath evidenced to 
him. But I ſhall leave it to him to vin- 
dicate his own meaning. 
His Reply to what I ſaid of Infants 


T diſcipleſhip, from As 15. is nothi g 


againſt my argument thence. Let the ju- 
dicious Reader conlider of both. Thole 
that the falſe Teachers preft circumciftion 
upon after che manner of Moſes, ſome of 
which were children of cight days old;the 


Holy Gholt calls diſciples. B2 Mre. 
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Mr. Daavers his Reply to my Book, is 
never like to put an end to the controver- | ec: 
ſy about Intant-baptiſm 3 but as he began | | x: 
the fire, ſo he increaſes it: the Lord alone | w 
can quench it. And I ſhall here let him | ſG 
know, that I am reſolved at preſent not L 
to trouble the Preſs, nor others after this, 
about this point 3 which I am ſufficiently | p. 
ſatisticd in, and have my ſmall ſhare in en- 
deavouring to ſatisfic others,which I hope | 
the Lord will accept, though he rejects | p, 
them, and ſomie others of the more rigid 
of his perſwalion reſpc& me the leſs bc= | h; 
cauſe of them 3 which ſignifies no morc | R 
with'me than ſome of them would fig- | ec 
nify ( to moſt that know them) if they and \ #/ 
their mony were ſeparated. | ” 

I ſpeak not this as if I were unwilling | », 
to ſerve the Lord in pleading for the truth | 
1 have aſſerted for the future; or afraid | y 
of what can be replyed againtt it 3 but be-] -, 
cauſe I ſee no end of controverting 3 and | 7 
no further good to be expected trom it. 
They will have the laſt word, and lety of 
them have it. There- hath been enough] 1; 
{aid to ſatisty thoſe that are willing to re-þ 
ceive {atistaction. fi 

I mult now give him leave to anſwer to] | 
three or four {mart and unhandſ{ome re-| fi 
flections, and rejoyn to them, and then I] 
thall end. 1, Theſ & 
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I. The firſt is, that T gave him juſt 0c- 
caſion of offence, ſo unduly to mention his 
not taking nstice of Mr. Baxter's Errata, 
withoxt any the leaſt regard to what he had 
fo largely ſpoken for bis ſatisfattion, ans 
þ bis own vindication , and reproving that 
his omiſſion with ſuch ſeverity, and wholly 
paſſing over thoſe horrible things remark; 4 
by bim (without controul as yet) out of 
Mr. Baxter's Direfory. This he counts 
partiality in me, 

What juſt occafion of offence I gave 
him, and what ſeverity I uſed, let the 
Reader judge by my words, in my Preface 
to Mr. Danvers. Sir, hearing of ſonee 


) things in your Book, relating to a perſon of 


note, who not long before had printed ſome 
paſſages, the noiſe of which ( by the coming 
broad of yeur Book,, and as repreſented by 
you) filled the minds of many with admi- 
ration and aſtoniſhment, I could not reſt till 
I had gotten a ſight of them. | 

And in my margin I ſay this; viz. one 


i of which, and a groſs one, was from your 
leaving out the word | not, | mentioned in 


. the Printers Errata, with an Aſterick, pre- 
fixed toit. This is all 1 faid toitz and 
this was occalioned by a Bookſeller, a 
friend of mine,who in his Shop, turned to 
the place,and ſhewed it to me. Judge here 
the ſeverity of my rezxo of, B3 If 
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If Mr. Danvers hath ſo largcly ſpoken 
for Mr. Baxter's ſatisfaction, and his own 
vindication ], it was wholly unknown to 
me, till I rcad it in this his Reply. 

And as for paſſing over thoſe horrible 
things remark'd by him, &'c. I did not 
judge it belonged ro me to entcr the liſts 
with Mr. Baxter in my Anſwer to Mr. 
Danvers, yea, though I had been fully 
ſatisfied that Mr. Danvers had dealt fairly 
in thoſe Collc&ions, which yet I never 
ecxamincd; though I hear what ſome 
others ſay. Bcfides, Mr. Danvers there 
intimates, as if more would be faid to 
them, or to that cffe&t, (whether by him- 


{clf, or othcrs, I know not); and it may * 


be he might have counted me unmannerly 
to have intruded my felt, and fo to have 
prevented others. Why ſhould he think 
me, whom he judges to be ſo detective in 
Grammar, and Divinity, to be fit to grap- 
_ ple with ſo cminent a perſon in contro- 
verlics of that kind ? 

2. The ſecond ſmart Reflection he 
charges me with, as being injurious to 


him, is about the Waldenſes, whom I pro- Þ| 


duced for Infant-Baptiſm, faithfully quo- 
ting the places, and words, out of Pal 


Perrix's Hiſtory againſt Mr, Daxvers his 


2!legations. * ] can 
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I can truly ſay, I never heard of this 
diſtin&tion he gives to clear himſelf, till 
read it in this his Reply; viz. That the 
ancient Waldenſes were againſt Infant- 


Baptiſm, but the more modern he grants 
þ were for it ; whereas my ignorance ſup- 


poſed, both ancient and modern, to be for 
it And I muſt till ſuppoſe it, and hold 
faſt to what teſtimonies I have produced, 
till I can ſee better proot of what he ſays; 
and that thoſe teſtimonies I brought, did 
none of them concern the ancient Wal- 
denſes, but the modern only. And he 
mult alſo prove that the body of the an- 
cient Waldenſes were againſt Infant- 


} Baptiſm, and not here and there one of 


them 3 or elſe his teſtimony will be noto- 
riouſly fallacious. Theſe things I may 
hold without being injurious to him, or to 

my own conſcience. 
Where Mr. Danvers anſwers to every 
one of them, which, he faith, I have not 
regarded ] he doth not tell me. He may 
pleaſe to know, it he knew it not betore , 
that my Book was in anſwer to his firlt 
piece, and in a few weeks after his came 
forth, ready for the Preſs, and was in Lon- 
don about ten or twelve months before it 
was printed. As for his ſecond piece, I 
By never 


529 
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never read it to this day 3 nor have I mo- 
ny to ſpare to buy ſuch Books. It this 
an{wer fatishe him not , he may charge 
himſelt with difingenuity, and not me. 


3. He hath to blame me for a piece of 


untairneſ(s, not to ſay unfaithfulneſs, about 
the word Jabal, which he. would have to 
jultifie the dipping of the body all under 
water, as the only outward way of Bap- 
tizing. I produced that Hebrew word, 
Þag. 190 of my Book, out of Gen. 37. 31. 
Ruth 2. 14. Againlt which he makes no 
exception 3 but he is againſt my dealing 
with it in Levit. 14. 6. and tells me, as I 
deal with it, I would necaſſitate another in- 
terpretation to be put upon it, than to dip 
(to wit wholy under )contrary to the Sep- 
tuagint,&c.and the true force of the word. 

My words are theſe 3 Is it credible that 
the Bird that was killed did yield ſo much 
blood, as that all thoſe things (v:z. the 
living Bird, and the Cedar-wood, and the 
Scarlet, and the Hyſop.) could be dipped 
under tit, and covered with it? Here he 
taxes me that I left out the next words, 
| over the running water. ) So I did, as 
conceiving them not at all to the matter 
in hand. AndI heartily detire that I may 


never be guilty of vnfaithfulneſs , par- 


tiality 


{ 
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'tiality and deceit, in dealing with the ho» 
ly Word of God, more than I am guilty 
in this particular 3 and then I doubt nor, 
but through Chriſt, to look up with com- 
fort. It is not ſaid in ver. 6. That he hall 
þ dip them, and the living, Bird, in the run- 
ning water; but he ſhall dip them,& the li- 
ving bird,in the blood of the bird that was 
killed over the running water, as in ver. 5. 
But he taxes me that I took no notice of 
what follows in ver. 51. viz. And he ſhall 
dip them in the blood of the ſlain Bird, and 
the running water : but that I went on with 
my inference, as though the running water 
was not to be concerned in the caſe; and 


\ ſay, Is it credible, that the Bird that was 


killed, did yield ſ6 much blood, that all 
thoſe things could be dip*d under it, and 
covered with it ? &c.--- And o I fay till, 
and ſhall clearly thew, how unfairly he 
dcals with the Word of God, that 1 may 
not ſay (to uſe his own ſenſe ) untaithfully, 


| prous perſon 3 and there thoſe things, and 


partially, deccittully.I ſhall dctire the im- 
partial Keader (for I have no hope to prc- 
vail with others) to obſerve how this Gen- 
.tleman deals with the holy word of God, 
& with mealſo, & his readers,in this point. 
In'ver. 5,6. is handled the cafe of a lea- 


the 
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the living Bird, were to be dip'd only in| 
the blood of the Bird, that was killed: over xy 
the running water, but nothing there|,, 


ſpoken of dipping them into the water 
it ſelf. But in ver. 51- the caſe is concer-| 
ning a leaprous houſe, how that ſhould be 
cleanſed ? and there it is, that the things 


forc-mentioned, and the living Bird, are Ki 
to be dip'd in the blood of the ſlain bird, > 


and in the running water. 


Let now the judicious Reader judge] j 
which of us hath dealt unfairly, unfaith- 7 


fully, partially with the Law, and deceits 
fully, he or I. How hath he leaped over 


above forty verſes, to bring in dipping in| ,1 
the water, to maintain his aſſertiom, noty,; 


at all belonging to the thing treated of ? 
in ver. 5,6. I ſhall leave it to his conſcience 
in cool blood, and to all impartial Readers 
to determine, whether he mult not run to 


a Synecdoche here, that a part of thoſe} ;, 


things only, was dip'd, and not the whole. 
I would have tranſcribed ſeveral things 
out of the - Jewiſh Rabbins , quoted by 
Mr. Ainſworth, but that I (ſhould be too 
prolix. The water was, as they fay, 
- much as anegg-ſhell and an half. 
4. His lalt unhandſ{ome reflection char- 
gcd upon me, reſpects an abſurdity 1 
charge 


| 
- , 
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charge upon him, which he conceives will 
return upon my {clf, and my Partner too, 
with difadvantage. (1 ſuppoſe he means 
Mr. Will;, who was far enough trom be- 
ing my Partner). And that is, of his 
milling it in his Logick, in affirming the 
right {ubje& of Baptiſm (viz. a protefſed 
believer) to bclong to the matter and e{- 
ſence of Baptiſm : for Anſwer 3 | 

Mr. Danvers ſaith in his Book to which 
TI anſwered, that the nullity and utter in- 
ſignificancy of Infants Baptiſm, is made ap- 
pear, ia that it wants the eſſentials to wit, 
matter and form. And coming to ſhew 
that it hath not a right matter, inſtcad 
thereof, he brings in the ſubje&, and ſays, 
the right ſubject of Baptiſm is wanting. 

Here I faid, he miſt it in his Logick 3 
for matter is one of the two eflential 
cauſes that gives being to the cffect 3 but 
the ſubject is not ſo, but in order of na- 


*| ture at lealt, follow the effedt, It is Ar- 


gumentun modo quodam conſentaneum, and 


not Abſolute conſentanenum, as cauſe and 
effect arc. 

To this he replics, that the ſubject be- 
longs to the matter and cſſence of Bap- 
ctiſm, will be juſtified by Burgerſdicins, 
who tells him, that the ſubjc& belongs to 


the 


T can alſ- 
ſure him, 
his infor- 
mation 

failed him 
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the matter, [and isof the eſſence thereof 7, i: 
&c. To which I rejoyn, that I cannot tindÞa 
in Bzrgerſdicius the leaſt foot-ſtep of thisPEr 
laſt aſſertion, to wit, that the ſubject is ofÞET: 
the eſſence of the matter , but in effect,Ps ' 
the quite contrary 3 as appears by his de-JEr 
finition of the ſubje&. A ſubject, faiths ! 
he,is that to which ſomething is adjoyned ÞA 
| belides the effence. 01 
ji $ebjecton of cat aliquid yre- Therefore ("I infer )Þ 
| Y E[Fentiam dalunntyyr, 19, 1 | 
YU rode. Lae. p. ny ef the ſubject cannot be [1 
| - preatcantur efſentialiter, of the eſſence of the an 
ue non pertinent, ut ex ſubjz= matter 3 for that g1VES w] 
ai & Adjuntti drfinitione i3= part of the eſſence to[T! 
; _—_ fo the cffe&. And a-|ot 
| eain', thoſe things that are predicated ,\cv 
(that is, ſpoken of another thing) efſen- 
tially, do not belong to this, as appears ||Ac 
(faith he) by the detinition of ſubje& and |[Þ: 
adjunct. ar 
; It's true that Burgerſdicius diſtributes | 01 
| Materia matter into of which, in which, and about | P! 
oa 1 which (and fo do other Logicians)). But [UW 
| circa quam in the ſame Theorem (in Cap. 16. de Mat. li 
&- forma Theorems, 3 Sed. 2.) he allo tells {c 
us, that the matter in which ] is the {ub- (tl 
jc&3 and the matter about which} is the | *] 
obje&, which he refers to be ſpoken of in || ( 
cheir ptoper plaze3 to wit, his 19th.| E 
Chapter | - 
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< 
»f },ſſ hapter de Subjefio & Adjunio, But the ,,,,,,;. 
tindfoatter of which | ſaith he, is mattcr pro- of id, ex 
thisþerly ſo called, which in his 16 th. Chap- quo mex- 
> offer, where he treats of matter and form, —_—_— 
e&,þs cfſential cauſes, he detines thus; Mat- | 
de-fer is that, of which incxiſting, any thing eſt cauſa 
uith$s made. And again, matter is an inter- 7n'erme 6x 
ned al cauſe of which any thing is made, or 7- I 
ice, Konliltts. And this is the only@matter - conſtat, 
x hat is eſſential, and gives beinto the $e4. x. 
be thing, together with the cſſential form 3 Theor. 3- 
thefand not the matter in which |, and about 
VES which 's which are ſubject and object. 
to|The matter is indeed part of the effence 
a- jo the ſubject, and not the ſubje& of the 
d . Jefſence of the matter. 
-n-|| Let the Reader now judge what diſ- 
ars [|advantage hath betallen me, or the truth I 
nd |[have aflerted, by this of Burgerſdicaus 5 
andwhether it hath not wholly fallen up- 
tes | on the Replier himſelf, and the cauſe he 
ut | pleads tor. I cannot but obſerve how 
at | unhappy this Gentleman js in his dea- 
zt.] ling with- Authors, fo as to miſs the right 
Ils | ſenſe of them. Unto which I ſhall tur- 
ba ther add, that it that ſentegce, to wit, 4 
he | that the ſubject is of the eſſence thereof 
in | (-e. the matter) be not to be found in 
th. | Burgerſdicins (as I cannot yet believe it is) 


- then 
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then he hath clearly forged one falſhoodhat | 
to Eltabliſh another. me 

And as for that out of Tzwexrs, it|for 
makes not againſt me at all 3 for, he ſaithjmc 
not, that the ſubject-rccipient is the mathe 
teria ex qua, the matter of which| of Bap»pat 
tiſm. Belides, if he had faid fo, histh« 
dvr) %n would not have ſwayed any man, 
exceptggne reſolved to ſubjugate hE Rea-J]Di 
ſon anMcligion alſo to his dictates. TI|lef 
{uppole Mr. Daxvers would be loth to wo 
ſtand to his judgment in ſundry other [thc 
things. _ tir 

As to that out of Alex. de Halys; iftfis r 
the authority of both thoſe mentioned beftin 
worth any thing in- this caſe, yet ſurely 
Mr. Danvers his Tranſlation is worth lit- þn 
tle. Tinctio eſt formalis cauſa Baptiſmi, & [#b1 
<h tinfito, non lotio, vel lavatio, vel ablutio : ip 
which he tranſlates thusz Dipping is the Jin, 
formal cauſe of Baptiſm, and if dipping, ng 
then not walhing or pouring. How ab- Þt 
Iutio ſhould | direRtly ] tignity pouring, is Þf 
beyond my Confiruing-book to inform'Pin, 
me however, I am very willing to ac- Þpr 
cept of his grant, that it ſignifies ſuch aſee! 
waihing, as IS by pouring on water, op= Fral 
poſed by him to-dipping 3 and then it Je. 


will yicld us ſomething,which draws near pnu 
dial at 
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oodfat leaſt to ſprinkling. It my memory fail 
me not, he uſcth it in his firſt Book, to fer 
» it]forth dipping (I have not the Book by 
zithÞme, to ſearch it out). But that by tiu@o 
na-(there, the Authors mean, not dipping, but ' 
ap*Þpather aſperſion or ſprinkling, I ſhall offer 
his|thcſe two things tor. 
an; 1. A phraſe that Dr. Coxper in his 
ea-]Diionary hath out of Ovid, who doubt- 
IlleG well knew the fignihcation of Latin 
to words. Corpus tingere ſparſa aqua; which 
tex [the Dr. renders, To walh his body by ca- 
_ ting water on it. Whence it ſeems tixgo ] 
iffis not always uſed, for to dip, but ſome- 
be ftimes to aſperſe or ſprinkle. Sparſz aqua. 
ly} 2. The oppoſition here, between tindto 
it= Þn the one part; and {6t/o, Javatio and 
& [zbIutio on the other. It tintio here, be 
0: Flipping, then the others mult be ſprink- 
he Jing, which he renders pouring a waſh- 
g; Ing by pouring on water. It muſt be one 
b- Þft theſe two; for there's no other way 
is Þt Baptizing, belides dipping and ſprink- 
m'Jing 3 it dipping, then not ſprinkling 3 if 
prinkling , then not dipping. And it 
zgeems Mr. Danvers could not avoid the 
ranſlating of ablutio, by pouring |, if he 
eant to make tindio, dipping. I am 
uch miſtaken it lotion and ablution be 
HOC 


not uſed by him in the Book'I anſwered 
contra-diſtinct to ſprinkling, and for dip- 
Ping 3 but I will not poſitively aſſert” it, 
or I would not wrong him. 
To draw to an end, I return his ow 
words, with 4a little mutation, and addi 
tion 3 it thoſe learned be not right, or he 
hath miſapprehended or miſuled them, 
*then ſure, he my reprover is wrong, and: 
deſerves blame and ſhame for his raſhnels, 
or ſomething more, --- By what I have 
ſaid will appear, that his Logick hath not 
proved the ſubje to be of the eſſence of 
the matter of Baptiſm. 6 - 
In baptizingthe infants, or young chil- 
dren of an incliurched Parent, we do not 
alter and change the ſubjeQ, but” do givd 
them what God hath appointed ſhould be 
given to ſuch, whoſe Parent is externally 
in covenant with him: and that is, the. 
initiatory ſign and ſeal of that covenant 
of grace which God made with Abraham 
and his Church-ſeed. Sce more at large in 
my Eſſay. But 1 am forced to ſay fome-, 
thing to it, that. the Truth of God, and 
the Church of God, may not ſuffer by my, 
{flence. LÞ 2.0 — BE A 

As or the baptiZing Kt as, &c. he may 

pleaſe ro rem't it to the Pope, and his Croiſla- 
' does. ---- Nulla: ſelus belles pacems te poſct minis, 
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